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societies. That in consequence one £lite is replaced by another
is a feature of the political process in a complex society, not an
indictment of democracy or a proof of its impossibility. Sufficient
unto the day is the problem thereof!
Behind the fa§ade of logical argument in the writings of
Mosca, Pareto, and Michels are two significant assumptions.
The first is that human nature has a fixed and unalterable charac-
ter from which it can be predicted that democracy in action must
fail, not in the innocent sense that a perfect democracy cannot
be fealized, but in the sense that a working democracy camot be
bettered from the standpoint of its own ideal. The second as-
sumption is that the amount of freedom and democracy in a
society is determined by a lay already faiom. Both assumptions
are false.
So far as ihe position of these social philosophers is based
upon the constancy of human nature, their entire political
wisdom consists in framing a simple alternative to man—rule
or be ruled! But one does not have to be a Utopian to maintain
that nothing in human nature limits us to this simple alternative.
For other alternatives must be taken together with it. Who is
to rule? Over what? For how long? Under what conditions and
restrictions? Here is the place for intelligence, experiment,
critical adaptation, and political discovery.
The amount and quality of freedom and democracy in a
society are determined by many things—economic organization,
education, tradition, religion, to name only a few. But they depend
just as much upon our willingness to figbtfor them as upon any other
thing.
Democracy is difficult, and it is made more difficult because
many who call themselves democrats are totalitarians in disguise.
The moral is not to call off the struggle but to struggle all the
more.

